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^ BEST AVAILABLE COPY 

Claim, 1.2. 4. 5, and 10 are pending. All d*. have been 
d «ms have been amended or cancel herein. Reconsiderabon of a„ rejected 
claims is requested. 

I, : Objection to the Drawings 

; Thed rav*gs were objected to under 37 C F.R. 1.83(a) as no. sho^ng ava^ 
faatu re Che camion spaced in «ba claims The office acbor , * as thaUhe 
drawings do not shown tha frequency limitations of cla.ms 1.2. and 10. Tha 
applant respect* disagraas and oontands thai the bast way of sttowmg the 

r^uency tirluons is shown in Fig. 2. Should ma examiner dtsagre^ ^ •» 
applicant Iba applicant requests Inpu, as how to better show .ha frequency 

*T frequency limitations of claira 1 are the wobbla signal and the frequency 
of the drcui. I. is no.ad in olaim 1 tha. bra wobbie signal has invera.ons. wherern be 
fJTra.0 are da.ao.ad by the oircu. An exempt » - a wob.e signal ,n 

l tlm a domain is shown in Fig. 2 and is (abaiad as •Inpu, wobbte s,gna, . As 
ahown. *e wobbie signa,. bu, for fhe wobble inversions, is sinusoidal, whrch 
oorresponds ,o a sing,e frequency in the frequency domain. Thus, .he crc of 
•Calm 1 ,s .unad to a frequency**, is not.he frequency of the s,ne wave of F,g. 2 

When ,he wobble inversion Is input to the circuit, the output of the crcurt 
ohanges because Ihe wobble inversion includes frequencies other than the 
^equenoy o, frequences of Ihe wobble signal. An example of this output ,s shown 

With regard to claim 2. the example of the wobble signal of Fig. 2 is 
monotone, except for ,he wobble inverse. With regard to **, ,10. the accent 
I respectfully believes tha. the description would enable one sk,lled ,n the art to 
\ practice claim 10. 
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,|. 1 Double PatanBng Rejection Over Patent 8,614,705 

■ Cairns 1. 2, 4, 5. and 10 were subiec. to a double patenting rejection A 
tormina, disclaimer baa been filed herewith. Therefore, the rejection has been 
overcome. 

Double Patenting Rejection Over Patent 6,614.706 

' cairns 4. 5. and 10 were subject to a double patenting rejecfion over patent 
«798 724 The applicant notes that the office action mistyped the patent as 
* 708,724. A term! dteclaimer has been filed herewith 1o overcome this re,ect,on. 

,n view of the above, all of the pending claims are now believed to be in 
condition for allowance and a notice to that effect is earnestly solicrted. 

Respectfully submitted, 

KLAAS. LAW, O'MEARA & MALKIN. P.C. 

Dated: December 16, 2005 By: .^^L^- 
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